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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this report is to document the results of the annual
inspection of the institutional controls (ICs) associated with Waste Area Group
(WAG) 3, Operable Unit (OU) 3-13 at the Idaho Nuclear Technology and
Engineering Center. The Final Record of Decision Idaho Nuclear Technology
and Engineering Center identifies the use of institutional controls as necessary to
protect human health and the environment from contaminated sites. The
implementation of the controls is identified in the Institutional Control Planfor
the Idaho Nuclear Technology and Engineering Center, WasteArea Group 3,
Operable Unit3-13.

The 2003 WAG 3 inspections of ICs were conducted on April 15 and 23,
May 13,and June 10,2003. A representative of the Idaho Department of
Environmental Quality conducted independent inspections of selected
institutionally controlled sites on July 14, 2003. Inspections were conducted in
accordance with the current Institutional Control Plan for WAG 3.

Based upon the inspections conducted at the WAG 3, OU 3-13,
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act sites
that require Institutional Controls, no deficiencies were observed in 2003 with
respect to institutional controls that would impact human health or the
environment. Deficiencies identified in the previous year were resolved.
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The 2003 Annual Institutional Controls Monitoring
Report for Operable Unit 3-13

1. INTRODUCTION/PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to document the results of the annual institutional controls (ICs)
inspection conducted for Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA) sites in Waste Area Group 3 (WAG 3), Operable Unit (OU) 3-13 at the Department of Energy
(DOE) Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory (INEEL). The Idaho Nuclear
Technology and Engineering Center (INTEC) is designated as WAG 3, OU 3-13, and was formerly
known as the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant (ICPP). The annual inspection is in accordance with the
Record of Decision (ROD), Final Record of Decision Idaho Nuclear Technology and Engineering Center
(DOE-ID 1999), and the Institutional Control Planfor the Idaho Nuclear Technology and Engineering
Center, Waste Area Group 3, Operable Unit3-13, (DOE-ID 2003a). This report does not replicate
detailed information (e.g., site descriptions, site maps, ICs) provided in the Institutional Control Plan.
This report includes the following information:

o The results of the field inspection, including checklists and visual inspection results

o Report on the Notices of Soil Disturbances that were issued in 2002 and 2003

o Deficiencies from the 2002 report and the resolutions

o Report on the information in the Comprehensive Facility and Land Use Plan (CFLUP)

o Selected photographs from the inspection.

2. INSPECTION SUMMARY

The INEEL conducted inspectionsto verify implementation of the specified institutional controls at
WAG 3 release sites on April 15 and 23, May 13,and June 10,2003. The 2003 inspections used the
checklists available in the 1C Plan (DOE-ID 2003a), which have been included in Appendix A.
Additionally, documentation of soil disturbancesat WAG 3 were reviewed, and the CERCLA
information found in the CFLUP was reviewed and revised as needed. The following sections outline the
methodology used to conduct and the results of the 2003 IC inspections. A representative of the Idaho
Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ) also conducted an independent inspection of selected
institutionally controlled sites on July 14,2003.

2.1 Document Reviews

As part of the annual review of ICs, the INEEL reviewed the CFLUP informationthat has been
made availableto the public. The INEEL CFLUP provides guidance on facility and land use at the INEEL
through the 100-year (year 2095) scenario (DOE-ID 1996). The CFLUP also includes a CERCLA
module, which cataloguesthe IC sites at the INEEL. The following specific information about the
WAG 3 institutional control sites is available:

. A list of all CERCLA institutionally controlled areas with descriptions

o A list of required ICs for each CERCLA site



o The objective of the control or restriction

) The control or restriction
o The time frame that the restrictions apply
) A point of contact.

The CERCLA module of the CFLUP that is availableto the public does not include maps and
coordinates due to security concerns. However, this data is availableto INEEL personnel to facilitate
implementation.

The WAG 3 CERCLA information in the CFLUP has been made available to the public through
the internet. This information is now available at http://cflup.ineleov. Further, the INEEL Sitewide
Institutional ControlsPlanfor CERCLA Response Actions, (DOE-ID 2003b), currently in preparation.
This IC plan, upon acceptance by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and IDEQ, will be the
reference document for future inspections at the INEEL.

In accordance with the soil management plan at INTEC, the agencies are notified of non-
emergency soil disturbances, which may occur at WAG 3. These documents have been reviewed as part
of the 2003 inspection. A list of the Notice of Disturbance (NOD) documents completed between
March 2002 and July 2003 is in Table 1. Note that the designation “NOD” has been revised to “NSD”
(Notice of Soil Disturbance) to avoid confusion with “Notice of Deficiency”. Included is a brief
description of the planned disturbance and information as to the status of the activity on July 1, 2003.

2.2 Results of the Field Inspection

The 2003 WAG 3 institutional controls inspections were conducted on April 15and 23, May 13,
and June 10, 2003, using the checklists in the IC Plan (DOE-ID 2003a). A representative of the ldaho
Department of Environmental Quality conducted independent inspections of selected institutionally
controlled sites on July 14, 2003. During the field inspections, the previously identified deficiencies from
the 2002 inspectionwere assessed to determine if the appropriate corrective measures were performed, in
additionto the requirements specified in the IC Plan. Copies of completed checklists from the field
inspections are provided in Appendix A.

2.3 Summary of 2002 Deficiencies and Corrective Measures

No unresolved deficiencieswere identified during the 2003 inspections. Special attention was
given to the sites that had deficienciesnoted in 2002 (DOE-ID 2003¢). The Table 2 lists the 2002
deficiencies, corrective actions, and current status. Several deficiencies were noted during the inspections
performed by INEEL personnel; these were corrected at the time of observation or as noted in the
inspection checklists.

Ted Livieratos, a representative of the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality, Lee Tuott and
Renee Fitch visited selected CERCLA IC sites at WAG 3, with special attentionto assessingthe
corrective actions that had been implemented during the past year. Refer to Appendix B for photographs
taken on July 14, 2003.


http://cflup.inel

Table 1. List of Notices of Soil Disturbances for OU 3-13 in 2002 and 2003.

| NOD# | Proiect Descrintion | Comments on Activitvy | StatusonJulv 1. 2003 |
NOD-02-03 Cathodic Protection Upgrade NOD approved in August 2002, with clarification on In progress
sampling strategy received in February 2003. Work started in
April 2003. Work will continue through 2004.
NOD-02-04 Place 2 conduits in electrical NOD approved in May 2002. Work performed in FY-03. Closed January 9,2003
transformer
NOD-02-05 Remove Petroleum Original NOD revised to permit increase in soil volume. Hot | Closed September 26, 2002
contaminated soil at CPP-701 particle found on surface at start of work: no other rad.
NOD-02-06 Tank Farm excavation at Never performed. Closed
CPP-722
NOD-02-07 Electrical Utility Excavations around manholes. Less than 1 cubic yard Closed August 1,2003
disturbed.
NOD-02-08 CPP-655 demolition NOD approved July 2002. Work performed August and Closed October 29,2002
September 2003.
NOD-02-09 Probe cores Minor amount of soil disturbed. Closed October 24,2002
NOD-02-10 Cathodic protection in CPP-749 | Repair of breaks in cathodic lines, done September and Closed December 4,2002
October 2003.
| NOD-02-11 | Footorint reduction | Work nerformed in 2003 construction season. | Closed Julv 1. 2003
NOD-02-12 Repair firewater lines Work was started in 2003. One repair remains to be Will close on
performed, waiting further funding. 100-cubicyards and no September 30, 2003
rad.
NOD-02-13 Trench by CPP-650 Minor amount of soil was disturbed, no rad. Closed November 18,2002
NOD-03-01 CPP-603 HVAC upgrade Approved and not started.
NOD-03-02 SNF Drv Cask Storage Pad Approved and not started.
| NOD-03-03 | Steam Vent Revair | Aporoved and not started
NOD-03-04 EUSU Lighting Upgrade Minor amount of soil was disturbed, no rad. Closed July 7, 2003
NOD-03-05 Craft Relocation Minor amount of soil was disturbed, no rad. Closed July 24,2003
NSD-03-06 CPP-1637 Upgrade Approved and not started
NSD-03-07 Sewer Upgrade Approved and not started
NSD-03-08 Potable Waterline Repair Worked as emergency activitv. no rad Closed June 10.2003




Table 2. 2002 Aaencv action items. corrective actions. and status in 2003 inspection.

Aaencv Action ltems

Corrective Actions

Status

INEEL will check with other DOE sites to
determine if the INEEL response to
safeguarding government records is consistent.
EPA will also do an internal check. The
Agencies can then address affected IC items
such as using the CFLUP for IC tracking,
noticing stakeholders of IC changes, and the
distribution of the IC Plan and Institutional
Controls Monitoring Report.

The INEEL Long-Term Stewardship
monitoring well checklist does not include an
inspection of U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)
wells. This needs to be resolved so that a
reliable process for performing an IC inspection
of WAG 3 monitoring wells can be adopted.

The description column in Item 6 of the
Group 2 inspection checklist needs to be
completed with the status of each Group 2 site
as described in the Closure Evaluation Criteria
and Checklist flowchart.

The IC Plan needs to be revised to explain how
the NEPA process can be used in place of a new
DOE directive to control use of site
groundwater.

The Group 1 checklist needs to be revised to
eliminate individual columns for sites within the
tank farm fence.

To be determined (TBD) by DOE and the
Agencies.

TBD by DOE and the Agencies

The 2002 version of the IC Plan includes this

change.

The 2002 version of the IC Plan has been
revised to complete this action item.

The 2002 version of the IC Plan includes this

change.

In process. The INEEL sitewide IC Plan,
(DOE-ID 2003b) will be submitted for
agency review by WAG 10.This
document discusses how IC changes will
be handled. The CERCLA module of the
CFLUP has been revised and includes
information of ICs throughout the
INEEL. This is available at

http://cflup.inel.gov.

Complete. All USGS wells on the
WAG 3 checklist were inspected as part
of the 2003 assessment. Long-Term
Stewardship representatives were
present during this assessment.

Complete. Seethe OU 3-13 IC Plan
(INEEL 2003a).

Complete. Seethe OU 3-13 IC Plan
(INEEL 2003a).

Complete. Seethe OU 3-13 IC Plan
(INEEL 2003a).


http://inel.gov

Table 2. (continued).

Aaencv Action ltems

Corrective Actions

Status

10.

11.

Verify that the area of CPP-26 outside the tank
farm fence is a No Further Action (NFA) site.

Reconsider if IC monitoring requires inspection
of work orders and training records. Resolve
this issue prior to revising the 1C Plan.

Ensure consistent management of 1Cs between
CERCLA sites at INEEL. Work with INEEL
Long-Term Stewardship Program.

Update warning signs at CPP-58 with new
hazard (i.e., nitric acid). Remove old sign.

Explain the presence of stakes marked
“CPP-38.”

Install markers in old Waste Calcining Facility
(WCF) concrete cap to delineate CPP-36.

This has been verified through a review of the
Proposed Plan and the WAG 3 OU 3-13
ROD.

Revised wording in the OU 3-13 IC Plan
eliminates the requirement to review work
orders and training records on an annual
basis. The revision identifies that the
agencies, at their discretion, may request these
records for review as part of the institutional
control inspection.

A Sitewide IC Plan is currently being
developed.

The signs were updated in August 2002.

Wooden stake was marked wrong. The
markers will be changed to the correct site,
i.e., CPP-36.

Epoxy-covered markers will be placed on the
cap prior to the 2003 IC monitoring
inspections.

Complete July 2002

Complete. The OU 3-13 IC Plan
(INEEL 2003a) incorporated wording
agreed to in conference call on
November 22,2002.

Complete The INEEL site-wide IC Plan
(DOE-ID 2003b) will be submitted for
agency review by WAG 10.The
CERCLA module of the CFLUP has
been revised and includes information of
ICs throughout the INEEL.

Complete. Signs were replaced with new
signs that update the boundary of site
CPP-58 and list the hazards as
“Radioactivity, inorganics”. Boundary
markers were relocated. Verified

April 15,2003 and July 14, 2003.

Complete. Verified April 15,2003 and
July 14, 2003.

Complete. Verified April 15,2003 and
July 14, 2003.



Table 2. (continued).

Aaencv Action Items

Corrective Actions

Status

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Check OU 3-13 Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) to
determine nature of unacceptable risk for
Group 3 site CPP-48.

Install markers and provide explanationin IC
Plan for deviation from plan to place warning
signs at all avenues of approach at CPP-41A.
Install markers at other sites located under
concrete.

Install warning signs and markers at CPP-37C

Repair deficiencies at wells USGS-50, MW-17,
USGS-49, MW-1, USGS-121.

Add warning sign for CPP-08 on signpost for
CPP-09to show location of Site CPP-08 that is
under the asphalt road within the boundaries of
CPP-09. Provide explanation in IC Plan for
deviation from plan to mark boundaries of NFA
sites.

Make permanent changeto CPP-04 and CPP-05
warning signs that were corrected with a
permanent marker pen.

Add footnoteto NFA inspection checklist that
CPP-88 boundary is marked by the INTEC
fence.

RI/FS was checked and signs were moved to
the correct locations. An excess chemical
dump tank for the WCF was located at this
site. The tank was closed under the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, but was
placed into the RI because of residual
contamination at this location.

The 2002 version of the IC Plan was revised
to reflect the current status of this site.

The site will be surveyed and the signs will be
installed.

An ICARE notice on the Bechtel BWXT
Idaho (BBWI1) wells has been submitted.
DOE will work with the USGS to develop a
well inspection protocol for the USGS wells.

CPP-08 has been added to the existing signs
for CPP-09. The 2002 version of the IC Plan
includes a discussion about the deviation for
marking NFA sites.

Note CPP-08was incorrectly referenced at
CPP-06 in original list of deficiencies.

These changes were made in September 2002.

The updated 1C Plan includes this change.

Complete. Residual contamination at
this site is located 10-foot below ground
surface. The signs and brass markers
were verified on July 14, 2003.

Complete. Brass markers are installed on
all corners of CPP-41A and a sign is
located adjacentto this site. Sign
verified April 15,2003and July 14,
2003.

Complete. Site has been survey, marked
and signed, as verified in the April 15,
2003 and July 14, 2003 inspections.

Complete. ICARE # 27977 is resolved
and closed, June 2003.

Complete. The signs have been revised
to show CPP-09 and CPP-08 are
co-located. Verified April 15,2003 and
July 14, 2003.

Complete September 2002. Verified

April 15,2003 and July 14, 2003.

Complete. See the OU 3-13 IC Plan
(INEEL 2003a).



Table 2. (continued).

Aaencv Action ltems

Corrective Actions

Status

19. Determine USGS method of abandonment for
Well LF3-11.

20. Review work orders and training records
selected by Agencies.

21. Look at preliminary draft Notice of Disturbance
Process write-up and clarify approach to
managing disturbed contaminated soil (i.¢.,
backfill excavation with contaminated soil vs.
replacing with clean fill).

The abandonment of well LF3-11 was
completed 6-4-02. Documentation of the
abandonment is included in this report.

This action is in progress by the Agencies.

The approach and wording have been clarified
inthe NOD Agency Approval Form.

Complete. A new well in the vicinity of
LF3-11 has been added to future
inspection checklists. This is well
USGS-128. Refer to Appendix C for
photographs of USGS LF3-11 and
USGS-128, and closure information on
LF3-11.

Complete. Performed by Agencies as
part of the 2002 IC inspection.

Completed September 2002. The
MCP-1139 for Notice of Soil
Disturbances revised June 2003. The
approach for managing soils disturbed in
sites to be remediated was clarified in an
agency phone call held on February 27,
2003.
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WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION

CHECKLIST
DATESYTIME(S):__ 4~\S -3 - pnl:os-
INSPECTOR: ___ \_ee Tt LK Sugonk w3
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR Renee F 1€ coovrdinatton )
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR:
Name Title Organization
1. Group Number or NFA Designation: 1
2. ldentify security restrictions that would limit or control public trespass:
' - Restricted Security Access to the INEEL
«” ___Restricted Security Access to INTEC fenced boundary

3. Release sites with land use other than Industrial_~ Dne

4. Release SiteIDs, descriptions, and visual inspection matrix. On the table below please indicate
““YES&r “NO” for observations based upon the visual inspection. If actions have been taken
associated with remediation, site changes. or changes in land use. take photographs and fill out the
“Site Inspection Photo Number Log” for the annual report. Sign location specifications are provided
in the ICP. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 7.

Evidence of ‘
Status of | Unauthorized Observed Observed
Release Remedial Human Boundary Warning
Site Description Action Intrusion Monuments® | Signs/Barriers
CPP-15 | Solvent burner E. of CPP-605 Pre-Design N Ye o A
CPP-58 | CPP PEW Evaporator overhead pipe Pre-Design no yes h: ;:{ :42 2'?,{
spills €]
CPP-96" | Tank Farm Interstitial Soils Pre-Design fNlo Y5 Vs

a Boundary monumentsmay be a fence comer or building

b. CPP-96 includes CPP-16, 20. 24, 25, 27. 28, 30. 31. 32. 33. and 79 Part of CPP-26 within the tank farm fence is alsoincluded.

@ glcsns on CPPOS8 haot Eeen reg‘acéa' wlﬂx New St‘j’ﬂj‘

+0 show
been added O oo oced

The urclu"f"{,.‘ﬂ ‘ao“ .«Jriq auﬂ 4,[50, 5‘;5:::‘ Ae ot
border of site, DRF T-14-02




5. Institutional Controls records review. On the table below, please indicate, “YES”,“NQO?’, or “NA” for
records reviewed during the inspection. Answers of “NA”™ indicate that the records were not
applicable at the time of the inspection (i.e., release site not accessed for work purposes).

CFLUP Review Observed
Observed Listing of Notices to
Release Surveyed Required Observed Affected
Site Maps ICs NOD(s)¢ | Stakeholders

CPP-15 Hes 4es Tes i
CPP-58 yes yes Yes /A
CPP-96 yes ves Yo VA
6. Listing of NODs. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 7. A random sampling of NODs may

be assessed by the Agencies, with a focus on the following: Did the soil disturbance, approved by the
Agencies, interfere with the conduct of planned remedial activities? Are Agency approvals on file? Was
any unexpected Occurrences discovered, and, if so, was this documented and reported to the Agencies?
Were samples taken in accordance with the NOD? Are sample results in the file? Is completion of the
tasks specified in the NOD documented and the NOD closed? Additional informationand supporting
records for NODs may be also be requested for review, such as RWPs, worker training records. or other
information deemed appropriate by the Agencies.

Notices of Disturbance

NOD fin Tank Clases Achuches = ot arhughed
Cotalic Orotechon Nod - o .n'arnut_J (ndoox, worl pit

Stacted unt! JF,\/ 00'%

DEFICIENCIES:

7. Provide a description of any deficiencies and what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to
correct problems:

CoP- S0 sgnece neef, OPQM&;M.L&}_“N hic—e B




IMPROVEMENTS:

8.  Describe any additional IC requirements that may be necessary due to unique circumstances
observed during the visual inspection:

Wl neelds veascees TEUA bundotos e potembicd o) (12 -03 &P

C? ’a— . P o . P

"Q&Jt.gwf;m x'ngﬂ-’auluf . O ~d 40
S Lo 1&:2‘7?‘2 acrece’ Cor s Te S"g ng l)&*ﬂ#"ﬁé
7-i§- 2003

| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurateto the best of my ability.

Ao~ T3 M- (S-02

<
Inspector signature Date
‘ )@w C/('dL A- /v -o03
-./ v
Inspector signature Date
Inspector signature Date



WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION

CHECKLIST
DATE(S)YTIME(S): Jo1g-0 09 o0 ~
INSPECTOR: ee Loyt 2 A‘_ﬁ)éw.paﬁfr Lk G 3
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR: = ¢ v & idrels L€ Conrdimeden LTS
Name Title Organization
e
INSPECTOR —
Name Title Organization

1. Group Number or NFA Designation:

2

e

2. ldentify security restrictions that would limit or control public trespass:
Restricted Security Access to the INEEL
— Restricted Security Access to INTEC fenced boundary

3. Release sites with land use other than Industrial:

Nawne

4. Release Site IDs, descriptions, and visual inspection matrix. On the table below please indicate
“YES’ or “NO” for observations based upon the visual inspection. If actions have been taken
associated with remediation, site changes, or changesin land use, take photographs and fill out the
“Site Inspection Photo Number Log” for the annual report. Sign location specifications are provided
in the ICP. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 8.

Evidence of

Release Unauthorized Human | Observed Boundary | Observed Warning
Site Description Intrusion Monuments * Signs/Barriers
CPP-02 Floor Drain W of CPP-603 ownLs ACAYRS P ~
CPP-41a | Fire Training Pits between .

CPP-666 and CPP-603 Now, e [e 5 Tes
CPPGO | Paint Shop at CPP-645 o n, Bulding corner| 7
CPP-68 Abandoned gasoline tank

CPP VES-UTI-652 V) ot i ‘9
CPP-80 CPP-GO1 Vent Tunnel drain

leak News v 92
CPP-85 | WCF Blower Corridor None e < Veed sisa_puty
CPP-86 CPP-602 Waste Trench o5

Sump «\ eng 3
CPP-87 CPP-604 VVOG Blowver cell

sump and floor drain NN YES €5
CPP-89 CPP-604/605 tunnel

excavation ot e yeb

T




5. Institutional Controls records review. On the table below, please indicate “YES”, ““‘NO’, or “NA” for
records reviewed during the inspection. Answers of “NA” indicate that the records were not
applicable at the time of the inspection(i.e., release site not accessed for work purposes).

CFLUP Review

Observed Listing of
Release Surveyed Required Observed
Site Maps ICs NOD(s)" Observed Notices to Affected Stakeholders
CPP-02 Mes e 5 Noys N & ‘
CPP-41a Mes Ves None_ N
CPP-60 - b sl Yer None n/’4
CPP-68 Yoo Yoo oy 2o 4
CPP-80 Kl ) No ne¢ iV/ff”
CPP-85 Ve o Mes wvishe | WA
CPP-86 s 9., Nowe /4
CPP-87 189 “es Nowe M A
CPP-89 “es e Nole NA

a. Agency inspectors may assess a random sampling of this information to determine if there are any deficiencies.

6. Provide the current status of any remedial actions at the release sites (i.e., a detailed description of the
project’s status based on the flowchart from Figure 3-1, Operable Unit 3-13 Group 2 Closure
Evaluation Criteriaand Checklist, DOWID-10775, Rev. 1, October 2000.

Release Site | Description/ Status in the Closure Evaluation Criteria and Checklist
CPP-02 N A
CPP-4la NA
CPP-60 /A
CPP-68 i\ [
CPP-80 ‘(\,ﬁ;,
CPP-85 N/A
CPP-86 N A
CPP-87 A
| CPP-89 ai B

NAT Nb y—e_\)V\O.CL(‘gJ\ G.C,‘?L-({V‘“ /ip-q"b \J\V\ ‘grék.QQS aCeJ’\ ‘V\—*R(g'scv
gL arou\f: 2 Sites



7. Listing of NODs. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 8. A random sampling of NODs may be
assessed by the Agencies, with a focus on the following: Did the soil disturbance, approved by the
Agencies, interfere with the conduct of planned remedial activities? Are Agency approvalson file?
Was any unexpected occurrences discovered, and, if so, was this documented and reported to the
Agencies? Were samples taken in accordance with the NOD? Are sample results in the file? Is
completion of the tasks specified in the NOD documented and the NOD closed? Additional
information and supporting records for NODs may be also be requested for review, such as RWPs,
worker training records, or other information deemed appropriate by the Agencies.

Notices of Disturbance

None in Qrow\.o ]

DEFI E] ’IES:

8. Provide a description of any deficiencies and what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to

correct problems: Cpp-mns o nees Duvs yu ece v, gy 19+ v 2




MPROVEMENTS:

9. Describe any additional IC requirements that may be necessary due to unique circumstances
observed during the visual inspection:

Sicnon CPPZS ( WCF monumenat) ve€— huneg

) ec §ied ‘f'lf-oi?

| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurate to the best of my ability.

Inspector signature Date

\DW {itel 4-47- 03

Inspector signature Date
/j_:ﬂj F\JW——M- \(-(‘S~®;

@

Inspector signature Date



WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION

CHECKLIST
DATE(SYTIME(S): __H-1v-0% cfeo —
INSPECTOR: Lor Tusit WAG 3 Whqgs
Name < Title Organization
INSPECTOR: __ R n eeFrel LTS-TC Coordmlov LTS
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR — — _
Name Title Organization
1. Group Number or NFA Designation: 3

2. Identify security restrictions that would limit or control public trespass:
—x  Restricted Security Access to the INEEL
— x— Restricted Security Access to INTEC fenced boundary

3. Release sites with land use other than Industrial;

ho ne

4. Release SiteIDs. descriptions, and visual inspection matrix. On the table below please indicate
“YES” or “NO” for observationsbased upon the visual inspection. If actions have been taken
associated with remediation, site changes, or changes in land use, take photographs and fill out the
“Site Inspection Photo Number Log” for the annual report. Sign location specificationsare provided

in the ICP. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 8.

Evidence of @
Status of | Unauthorized Observed Observed
Remedial Human Boundary Warning
Release Site Description _Action Intrusion Monuments® | Signs/Barriers
CPP-01 Concrete settling basin E of CPP-603 Pre-Design Ao ‘{ £ 5 ‘f-e 9
CPP-03 Temporary Storage Area SE of CPP-603 | Pre-Design D \l/ e9 Yes
CPP-04 Contaminated Soil Area near CPP-603 Pre-Design
, - No© ey es
CPP-05 Contaminated Soil Area near CPP-603 Pre-Design
Settling Basin No ) e s
CPP-08 CPP-603 basin filter line failure Pre-Design | N=» \ia & 1{&-\
CPP-09 Soil contamination NE comer of CPP-603 | Pre-Design ]
SB a)O Jes es
CPP-10 CPP-603 plastic pipe break Pre-Design NI Mo ¢ Yo
CPP-11 CPP-603 sludge and water release Pre-Design & Q \‘Yes Veo
CPP-13 Pressurization of solid storage cyclone Pre-Design
NE of CPP-603 N 5 Hes
CPP-14 Old Sewer Treatment Plant W of Pre-Design
CPP-604 N o Jeos fes

A-10




Evidence of @
Status of | Unauthorized | Observed Observed
Remedial Human Boundary Warning
Release Site Description Action Intrusion Monuments’ | Signs/Barriers
CPP-19 CPP-603 to CPP-604 line leak Pre-Design | N\ & Je s Yes
CPP-34 A/B | Soil storage area (disposed trenches) in Pre-Design .
the northeast comer of the ICPP n Ve s Ve <
CPP-35 CPP-633 decontaminationspill Pre-Design N o Yes Nes
CPP-36 Transfer Line leak from CPP-633t0 WL- | Pre-Design
102 Yes Hes
CPP-37A/B | Gravel Pits and Debris Landfill in/out of | Pre-Design o - heed work
INTEC wWo g
CPP-37C General Pits and Debris Landfill infout of | Pre-Design W hasol work
INTEC r - .
CPP-44 Grease Pit S of CPP-608 Pre-Design | Nio oo | Yoo,  NexBloset
CPP-48 French Drain S of CPP-633 Pre-Design | No Yes reed post/, s
CPP-55 Mercury contamination area S of CPP-t- | Pre-Design
15 4 \7‘0 W
CPP-67 CPP Percolation Ponds #1 and #2 Pre-Design | NI~ Mo *:{ s
CPP-01 CPP-633blower pit drain Pre-Design | no Ves MNeed £9n
| CPP-92 Soil boxes W of CPP-1617 5)) Pre-Design Vo Yeo, Vee
CPP-93 Simulated calcine disposal Pre-Design No Voo Vec,
CPP-97 Tank Farm soil stockpiles  “&f'F | Pre-Design | o e 4o
CPP-98 Tank Farm shoring boxes (—@ Pre-Design o Ye / e
CPP-99 Boxed soil ® Pre-Design | 80 qel Yes
| 2. Boundary monuments may be a fence corner or building.

@ oor-

o1 ‘\'QS u-)/,;n__ ‘;,e.c.u.vx H

Cgcge,c,s&/\/[e‘;(q_g Fou secov)

@ sun -(cep-11ea)

* na M&M'b [0”&15 C@uLQ weot \Ao_..

A-11
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CFLUP Review

Observed
_ Surveyed Listing of Observed Commanfy P g2

Release Site Maps Required ICs NOD(s)” Observed-Notices to"Affected Stakeholders
CPP-01 4¢s YVes
CPP-03 s Yz
CPP-04 Y4 Yes y ts " oD ore3 LCotleodie profe Ao ]

Y fes
CPP-09 4’]{; Mes
CPP-10 96; ' 7 &5
CPP-11 “/g Y ed
CPP-13 ey Meso NA
CPP-14 Yes Yes VLS =P N 00 02037 ¢allundre Protzdion
CPP-19 Y ¢¢ Yes Vies =2 | NaDozroz cathodic prolzditn
CPP-34 AB | “yur 97 nod el oo
CPP-35 \fes Ves N A
CPP-36 Yes e, LA

’ ’ Fong s FigaT
CPP-37A/B Y ¢ ‘1 Ve VA4 Mo lers implate- remax o(f 5440 8 Omarker
CPP-37C Yo "1-U NA— Poct [5-(5,5,“;4 Needst ; puprliers =& o plest
CPp-44 Veu Ves VLS
CPP-48 VA v/ no Yelpcatin e €5 gnsnecddd | merker
CPP-55 Neo \es MR
CPP-67 e 15 Nk
CPP-91 eq Jeg NA
CPP-92 Y 1 Y¢5 NA
CPP-93 Yes Yey N &
CPP-97 YA 9 fone | 0w hlg
CPP-98 /s Y s None
CPP-99 y¢3 v[’ ) NA

a. Agency inspectors may assess a random

pling of this information to determine if there are any deficiencies.

art
in?

A-12
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6. Listing of NODs. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 7. A random sampling of NODs may be
assessed by the Agencies, with a focus on the following: Did the soil disturbance, approved by the
Agencies, interfere with the conduct of planned remedial activities? Are Agency approvalson file?
Was any unexpected occurrences discovered,and, if so, was this documented and reported to the
Agencies? Were samples taken in accordance with the NOD? Are sample results in the file? Is
completion of the tasks specified in the NOD documented and the NOD closed? Additional
information and supporting records for NODs may be also be requested for review, such as RWPs,
worker training records, or other information deemed appropriate by the Agencies.

Notices of Disturbance

‘\J OQOQ— ) }Of 64%96‘12’/ P{D’chmf\ u/upg(*agl,g Wwas
approved in FY 32002 , Work poas mnoe t Commencel

i
an Ll March 2003 . The G rowe D s tes whil

il be affected ace no'ffJ M HF abose,

DEFICIENCIES:

7. Providea description of any deficienciesand what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to

correct problems: _ £ @ P-4 $_~ need povte/ S19ng - (PP~91 ~neede gianls
o O ke LT
IMPROVEMENTS:

8. Describe any additional IC requirements that may be necessary due to unique circumstances observed
during the visual inspection:
Siga aud Sign gnsls Qoc (PP HB are T -locute/

And yaglee sucvey pauckess (77 5~03)

The Sfﬁn Cor Cpe-3f6 vncludes CPppGi . ~Thes ¢ s es
ace noted 1n  the Ou _3-13 RoD as bo;ne Tt
Sam-e contam inaTon g ad ad jacents

cPe- 37:b awel CPP3 7-c Signage L(_«J::/‘J $o refleT new
bowndac: es Ue a.ﬁed’( 7-45-03
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| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurate to the best of my ability.

N =T L~1S5~03
Inspector signature Date
Qs A - 1503
1S AN \ '
Inspector signature Date
Inspector signature Date

A-14



WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION

CHECKLIST
DATE(SYTIMEGS): _ 5" -/3-02/ ¢/-23-03/ &-10-03
INSPECTOR:——p o o+t EAS oot w k62 (4/25/03)
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR ___">_awez_Ertel. (¢ Conrdinddor LT O
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR: — — -
Name Title Organization
1. Group Number or NFA Designation: 4

2. ldentify security restrictions that would limit or control public trespass:
X___Restricted Security Access to the INEEL
— x Restricted Security Access to INTEC fenced boundary

3. Release Site ID and Description:  CPP-83 Perched Water Systemat INTEC CPP 55-06

4. Release sites with land use other than Industrial,___ r1 on-e

5. Provide the current status of any remedial actions at the release sites, e.g., remedial design,
construction,O&M, etc:

sn-coin™g Moncaring

6. Visual inspection matrix. If actions have been taken that would maodify or close a monitoring well or
respond to a deficiency identified in a previous inspection, take photographs and fill out 'The Site
Inspection Photo Number Log"* for the annual report.

Evidence of
Unauthorized Human
Well ID Surveyed Intrusion (i.e.,
Label Intact Concrete Location unauthorized drilling,
and Abutment Pad Map unlocked or missing
Well ID Readable? Locked? Condition Condition | Available? well lock)
CPP-33-1 Atices et oo/ |  gppince 2 coned” 5,3
CPP-33-2 ot :,{xr; M M b nor ey 3
CPP-33.3 g | = o | G0t | prr  isen s
CPP-37-4 ",/, (;ﬂﬂ W W Y7 pnoe 13 Iha;,
CPP-55-06 v N ool oeod | Yo AL 5o
PW.1 e P pone, | s00d | 4o poRY y-23
PW-2 ?(A ?‘o qoud ff"’r ‘g{/ Non Y1

A-15



9 a7
< oo \o
Qﬁ“}* \b‘% x> \Oﬁ g\%
WP
W
\{\W '@ Evidence of
Unauthorized Human
Well ID Surveyed Intrusion (i.e.,
Label Intact Concrete Location unauthorized drilling,
and Abutment Pad Map unlocked or missing
Well ID Readable? Locked? Condition Condition | Available? well lock)
PW-3 7 40 W W .24 .Y Lok
PW-4 4er D nd g0 L2277 | g Alrs
PW-5 Y AL /l%éu«o‘ﬁ/cﬂ - fealporel|foerrdy | & -0 03
PW-6 L peceds pedtidil — JODF 6 —r0- 03
MW-1 /a,,,, ’W ?o-r/ W /éﬂ NI V1Y
MW-2 14/14 ‘}” 5,»4»;( ’M (’/f"’ ergWp e /3
MW-3 P e oy got/ | Geod e > et F LD
MW-4 W {4’/" yd‘”d? ’ W Ans Aol 13
MW-5 izl Ly ’{/0'*/ 7&14’ /jg/ |, 513
MW-6 » ,;/n ,w"V/ W /4/; Ury =03
MW-7 Yene s 5 el :;/ou( 22 o TS IS
MW-8 ! W2, s | qopd| e Ve 33
. v 7 7
MW-9 j«VJ . W W/ %/q Apen. £ i10-0)
MW-10 g e so0df sec/ | e ot 5 13
MW-11 o e Govel ?,M Yoz a2 5518
MW-12 v o govd 4ood VA Mo 53
MW-13 4tz P M____ v lovged S - 13
MWots | ger g7 | goee /j,mé% 2 L2
MW-15 Yy oz e o «gv‘? et B
MW-16 foe 72 gaesl | gevel 5o o 57213
MW-17
Lo S gl | gl pre Ann. 50
MW-18 ‘Y2 e W ‘)M__._.?M MAowe 513
MW-20 W %rw W W }M A L-/0 -03
USGS-50 Yz asd ol 277\ yer |l mew g ip-o;
CPP-33-4-1 wo ‘G G00d Jend | iytr M 03
CPP-33:4-2 hWe 4 5000 geod | gt APt 570D
gfgxcpp- Yes yes so0d yes yir pene H~A3
1385-ICPP-
SCI-P-216 ke s oeod goodd | hon  4-23
1386-ICPP-
SCIP217 | 1** vee geed Tood/ s Renwe 4oy
1387-ICPP-
SCI-P-218 147 v soeel 54 77 ney  H-33

A-16
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Evidence of
Unauthorized Human
Well ID Surveyed Intrusion (i.e.,
Label Intact Concrete Location unauthorizeddrilling,
and Abutment Pad Map unlocked or missing
Well ID Readable? Locked? Condition Condition | Available? well lock}
1388-ICPP- .
SCLP219 | 9¢% v 7 ool Y Wy o-23
1.389-ICPP- ' Y4 o
SCIP-220 | ¥%_ y Y 7¢ y No 7-23
1390-ICPP- )
sopz | 90 7¢ 4 ¢! Yo Vo 433
1391-ICPP-
SCI-P-222 b aad 7% 0= | ey 2% e A3
1392-ICPP-
SCI-P-223 >~ 5= _Sant ﬁ// G- PPre 23
1393-ICPP-
SCI-P-224 )l y Y i s | 5% Y 7-2p
SCIP225
I-P-225 -
Yts Y il Y saal o | 54 Pove 5717
1395-ICPP-
SCI-P-226 V W ;00 4 2 P W dre  £-73
1396-ICPP-
SCI-P-227 yers G s g pot i Yeo fonr— 4 -2
1397-1CPP-
SCI-P-228 ‘7’(} 7 43 c/'“d 5 oceod w . L/ 023
Ony v
1398-1CPP-
SCHP-229 vadd yeo st good Vaad Wore Y27
1399-ICPP- pad
MON-A-230 yc s yes 3 s0d sptf 7’7 Rone 4-23
1400-1CPP-
SCI-P-247 Yoo ,t“,, ~?"‘"d 9@«9’ % Wore 37-/3 4-23
1401-1CPP-
SCI-P-248 kel b o sove! goor/ Y Nont 9-23
1402-1CPP-
SCI-P-249 V” yor 7-,,,,( Z ! | 4t ot gy
1403-1CPP-
SC1-P-250 j«fo Vs Jooe/ beod/ a2 HoxXr Y2
1404-1CPP-
SCI-P-251 e y<s ok 40ed Y &3 ~No “-d3

A-17




Evidence of
Unauthorized Human

WellID Surveyed Intrusion (i.e.,
Label Intact Concrete Location unauthorized drilling,
and Abutment Pad Map unlocked or missing
Well ID Readable? Locked? Condition Condition | Available? well lock)
1406-1CPP-
SCI-P-252 Y Yo oo coed s newe 9-23

7. Are any non-CERCLA wells operating in the groundwater IC restriction area?

&)

NO

NA

If YES, describe the wells and what program(s) they operate under. =3 LA £ wells o~
_sesuepe v dowend plaadi CoveMas Rioe watan csells P INTZC

8. Does a DOE-ID Directive exist that restricts drilling into contaminated zones at OU 3-13 or the

Neffc ey oduatha

INEEL?
®
If NO Explain:

9. Have required notices been sentto affected stakeholders (if applicable)?

YES

If NO Explain:

NO

<

A-18




DEFICIENCIES

10. Provide a description of any deficiencies and what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to
correct problems:

IMPROVEMENTS:

11 Describe any additional IC requirementsthat may be necessary due to unique circumstancesobserved
during the visual inspection:

| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurate to the best of my ability.

™ Revw. L Jeer 10,2003

Inspector signature Date

AW e d-23.03
/ - —
Inspector signature Date
Inspector signature Date
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WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION
CHECKLIST

DATES)YTIMES): A -23-03 [5-/3-06 3/ 6 -10-0>

INSPECTOR:

Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR: D Ronds [«;;Ci: TC Cooed inala LT

Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR:

Name Title Organization
1 Group Number or NFA Designation: 5

2. ldentify security restrictions that would limit or control public trespass:
——~—Restricted Security Access to the INEEL
Restricted Security Accessto INTEC fenced boundal
B ty ry
3. Release Site ID and Description:  CPP-23 CPP Injection Well (MAH-FE-PL-304)

4. Release sites with land use other than Industrial: none

5. Provide the current status of any remedial actions at the release sites, e.g., remedial design,
construction, O&M, etc:

ON\-apivne VV\DY\PV’LV\‘;
o

6. Visual inspection matrix. If actions have been taken that would modify or close a monitoring well or
respond to a deficiency identified in a previous inspection, take photographs and fill out *"The Site
Inspection Photo Number Log'* for the annual report.

Evidence of
UnauthorizedHuman
Well ID Surveyed Intrusion (i.e.,
Label Intact Concrete Location unauthorizeddrilling,
. and Abutment Pad Map unlocked or missing
Well ID Readable? Locked? Condition Condition | Available? well Lock)
MW-18 Yn Yo ,w«ﬂ good | Y Moty  ~
USGS-34 %« Yer ?av/ /e W ?r,, P g Y4 o A3
USGS-35 s [ ad g% gord | 9o | moy  4-A
USGS-36 y /?V V. 7&1’ ;I/w MmNy 913
USGS-37 L% Y ’W 522/ o Ay 423
USGS-38 Lo Gl” 4&// ;@/ ) dad I Y- 7
7 A rd 7
USGS-39 440 P 2 ol W e Mon Y22
USGS-40 ettean Qoih s _| cdatined Ju.u,bﬂ‘\ £ 12
USGS-41 Lr a0 G rsdiels m& a darentel I\«L«M—"Iao\’.' 3--13




§ AdSggtal Laveled looke ingoed condlion =~ Nostl of CPP & ~10-03
Evidence of
Unauthorized Human
Well ID Surveyed Intrusion (ie.,
Label Intact Concrete Location | unauthorized drilling,
Abutment Pad Map unlocked or missing
Well ID Readable? Locked? Condition Condition Available? well lock)
USGS-42 condrolled |@ccesr- «ssdsged Lrom dintraa — oy T-13
USGS-43 222 Gez 2¢£d e utler AINr Y~ 23
USGS-44 $e7 Gin 3077 gt 27 YR P
5 : < o004 ¥ 23
USGS-45 A e L2 L = (%
- ‘ Y-22
USGS-46 9= 2¢0 7@4 W : ,@e _crrppte.
USGS-47 it R e 4 woownld wot| visit — ¢ -73 -03
USGS-48 bz P Geoe/ | o yee | aprr ST/3
USGS-49 /cZ/z'/m/,» MM'Z‘JC /J/) 'fc{ Cw/{u%f/&u‘ & -w-o2
USGS-51 peecte neelecdodl Pec ﬁmzz//ewg — & —w0 03
USGS-52 4o g Soood o w7 how 53 vemeablecd
USGS-57 Arocesd neeteclock () €DF) 6 /0 -p3
USGS-59 b2 Ge? Lot S 2 a0 A
[*4
USGS-67 yeo P sl | F 1y e us3
USGS-77 geo 4 1L goot Yes weng 4
USGs-82 e //V(J ;:M 2v0¢ Cracke 9‘4 AL Y- D
. 3 (-2
USGS-84 ,@q && m W ’,'éff_; APy |
USGS-85 yeo 47 Sovd | Yes Aoae 6 1003
USGS-111 4ee Ylo DY el )@ Aene 42
v r 7 7
USGS112 | sce Y4 P goe |yt nere Yy -3
uses-113 | Tyer P good | yod | 4y mpnl 42
USGS-114 44 440 7 ;,,/ 24 Sty G-
USGS IS |hpesg cag gea Y ad ?ar/ 7% Mmoo,  Y-23
y LUSGS-116 s o 7"/ W Yo nere Ly
3 USGS-121 . ﬁ.._g_%é a el Y>=ODRF
USGS-122 ¢4 wordig o g;o—rJ f;o—ns/ % e $/3
USGS-123 WLM el foort flcon
LF2-08 v g Garre’ [ P ) i 18 ane 23
LF2-09 94r g“ W :9,6*‘ '91; Ase Y- 23
N ent€ 4-x
LF2-10 e Yo Y 7 | 4y 7
LF2-11 b 3~ Lot ,‘,.J W Nonr 4-23
LF2-12 oo 2y W ’j»o"'d ) 2 N el 423
LF3-08 [/ o ol /W f"’ ?"’ Nove q4-23
LF3-09 Kone 42 W ?ﬁvﬂ W Non? New 4
LF3-10 e 4o ‘4000 a0 4o Nowt  newdd 427
LE3-11A o we closed 4 s g l
1—14535'113% [Pz we-d jood Yo A (= i0 -0 3
A-21
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7. Are any non-CERCLA wells operating in the groundwater IC restriction area?

JESD  NO NA

e—"
If YES, describe the wells and what program(s) they operate under. b | A€ oad ) iy

< TP, Pt + P reates g \ls &+ TuTEC

8. Does a DOE-ID Directive exist that restricts drilling into contaminated zones at OU 3-13 or the

INEEL?
@ NO NepPAc - equ w5
If NO Explain:

9. Haverequired notices been sent to affected stakeholders (if applicable)?

YES NO @

If NO Explain:

DEFICIENCIES

10. Provide a description of any deficiencies and what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to
correct problems:

A-22



IMPROVEMENTS:

11. Describe any additional IC requirements that may be necessary due to unique circumstances observed
during the visual inspection:

| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurate to the best of my ability.

§E>7sz'ﬁi¢4 ERVEVEPE

Inspector signature Date
N (23-02

Inspector signature Date

Inspector signature Date

A-23



WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION

CHECKLIST
DATE(SYTIME(S): _ “~ 1% - 03
INSPECTOR: Lee Tuott Eh Sy pport 1L lag 3
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR ™ Renee Lifel L voidiwadon LTh
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR:
Name Title Organization
1. Group Number or NFA Designation: 6

2. Identify security restrictions that would limit or control public trespass:
Restricted Security Access to the INEEL
Restricted Security Access to INTEC fenced boundary

3. Release sites with land use other than Industrial;

4. Release Site IDs, descriptions, and visual inspection matrix. On the table below please indicate
“YES” or “NO’ for observations based upon the visual inspection. If actions have been taken
associated with remediation, site changes, or changes in land use, take photographs and fill out the
“Site Inspection Photo Number Log” for the annual report. Sign location specifications are provided
in the ICP. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 7.

Evidence of
Status of Unauthorized Observed
Release Remedial Human Boundary Observed Warning
Site Description Action Intrusion Monuments’ Signs/Barriers
CPP-84 Buried Gas Cylinders | Pre-Design No Yeo Yes
] - . " f ¥y \"Mkw
CPP-94 | Buried Gas Cylinders | Pre-Design Np C"}tww - Ve
CFLUP Review

Observed

Surveyed Listing of Observed
Release Site Maps Required ICs NOD(s)" Observed Notices to Affected Stakeholders
CPP-84 Ve veo Nowe N A
CPP-94 ey e Neae N

A-24




6. Listing of NODs. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 7. A random sampling of NODs may be
assessed by the Agencies, with a focus on the following: Did the soil disturbance, approved by the
Agencies, interfere with the conduct of planned remedial activities? Are Agency approvals on file?
Was any unexpected occurrencesdiscovered, and, if so, was this documented and reported to the
Agencies? Were samples taken in accordance with the NOD? Are sample results in the file? Is
completion of the tasks specified in the NOD documented and the NOD closed? Additional
informationand supportingrecords for NODs may be also be requested for review, such as RWPs,
worker training records, or other information deemed appropriate by the Agencies.

Notices of Disturbance

hane

DEFICIENCIES:

7. Provide a description of any deficiencies and what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to
correct problems:

Tl nNocth e vyows a e o orrect

ho aé

IMPROVEMENTS:

8. Describe any additional I1C requirements that may be necessary due to unique circumstancesobserved
during the visual inspection:

Vioue

A-25



| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurate to the best of my ability.

e U4 Y~15 03

Inspector signature Date
\Dm W - H- v - 03
— N\ L]
Inspector signature Date
Inspector signature Date
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WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION

CHECKLIST
DATE (S)/TIME (S): H- |5 -03
INSPECTOR: __L e.¢ Tuott eh Lugpert WA (2
Name TitleJ * Organization
INSPECTOR: ___T> R en ce Eiteh T coordinator LT
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR:
Name Title Organization
1. Group Number or NFA Designation: 7

2. Identify security restrictions that would limit or control public trespass:
Restricted Security Access to the INEEL
- Restricted Security Access to INTEC fenced boundary

3. Release sites with land use other than Industrial: Vnte

4. Release SiteIDs. descriptions, and visual inspection matrix. On the table below please indicate
“YES” or “NO” for observationsbased upon the visual inspection. If actions have been taken
associated with remediation. site changes, or changes in land use, take photographs and fill out the
“Site Inspection Photo Number Log” for the annual report. Sign location specificationsare provided
in the ICP. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 7.

Evidence of
Status of Unauthorized Observed
Release Remedial Human Boundary Observed Warning
Site Description Action Intrusion Monuments* Signs/Barriers
CPP-69 | Abandoned Hot Waste Tank | Pre-Design
CPP VES-SFE-20 No Yes Mes ¥
a Boundary monumentsmay be a fence comer or building
e karmd] et~ ia }D[“e’x
B.YN wp@"“ﬁ atro r«o‘f\vvﬁq_

5. Institutional Controls records review. On the table below, please indicate “YES™! “NO”, or “NA™ for
records reviewed during the inspection. Answers of “NA” indicate that the records were not
applicable at the time of the inspection (i.., release site not accessed for work purposes).

CFLUP Review
Observed
Surveyed Listing of Observed
Release Site Maps Required ICs NOD(s)® Observed Notices to Affected Stakeholders
CPP-69 v Yo N A4 N_A
a. Agency inspectors mZ
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6. Listing of NODs. Deficienciesshould be addressed in No. 7. A random sampling of NODs may be
assessed by the Agencies, with a focus on the following: Did the soil disturbance, approved by the
Agencies, interfere with the conduct of planned remedial activities? Are Agency approvalson file?
Was any unexpected occurrences discovered, and, if so, was this documented and reported to the
Agencies? Were samples taken in accordance with the NOD? Are sample results in the file? Is
completion of the tasks specifiedin the NOD documented and the NOD closed? Additional
information and supportingrecords for NODs may be also be requested for review, such as RWPs,
worker training records, or other information deemed appropriate by the Agencies.

Notices of Disturbance

Novne

DEFICIENCIES:

7. Provide a description of any deficienciesand what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to
correct problems: Nanw

IM ‘RO ENTS:

8. Describe any additional IC requirements that may be necessary due to unique circumstancesobserved
during the visual inspection:

None

| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurate to the best of my ability.

Inspector signature Date
tﬁ@bu'} FJJL -1 0z —
= - =

Insnector signatiire Date

-
Inspector signature Date

A-28



WAG 3, OU 3-13, INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL FIELD INSPECTION

CHECKLIST
DATE(S)/ TIME(S): LY - 150>
INSPECTOR. Le ¢ Tuoﬁ” - Lo re tinalol LUA& 2
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR: ___ D Renee Lk TC CooedinaTar L TP
Name Title Organization
INSPECTOR: i _
Name Title Organization

1. Group Number or NFA Designation:

NFA

2. |dentify security restrictionsthat would limit or control public trespass:
Restricted Security Accessto the INEEL

3. Release siteswith land use other than Industrial:

v
+~ _Restricted Security Access to INTEC fenced boundary

Nne n &

4. Release Site s, descriptions,and visual inspection matrix. On the table below please indicate
“YES” or “NO’ for observationsbased upon the visual inspection. If actions have been taken
associated with remediation. site changes, or changesin land use, take photographsand fill out the
“Site Inspection Photo Number Log” for the annual report. Sign location specificationsare provided
in the ICP. Deficienciesshould be addressed in No. 7.

5i5 ns hiet Ce puired

Evidence of
Unauthorized Observed
Release Status of Remedial Human Boundary
Site Description Action Intrusion Monuments”
CPP-06 | Trench east of CPP-603 Fuel 5-Year Remedy Review
Storage Basin® No \/C >
CPP-17 | Soil storage area south of CPP 5-Year Remedy Review N 7/
Peach Bottom Fuel Storage Area <
CPP-22 | Particulate air release south of CPP- | 5-Year Remedy Review NG y
603 =5 e reweov
CPP-26 | Steam Flushing release outside the | 5-Year Remedy Review A Lo SemcgEr
Tank Farm fence VI vwc(j oot
CPP-88 | Radiologically contaminated soil 5-Year Remedy Review ND Ton co- Mele
CPP-90 | CPP-708ruthenium detection 5-Year Remedy Review N o Ye
i j 65‘!\'\& Co %/W\Qv\uw»‘d&
CPP-95 | Airborne plume 5-Year Remedy Review N o Votsot 02 Bm Ylacel o

a Boundary monumentsmay be a fence comer or building, e.g ,

b CPP-06 is located whotly within CPP-09 and uses CPP-09 boundary markers

CPP-88 boundary is the INTEC security fence boundary
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5. Institutional Controls records review. On the table below, please indicate “YES”, “NO’, or “NA” for

records reviewed during the inspection, Answers of “NA” indicate that the records were not
applicable at the time of the inspection (i.e., release site not accessed for work purposes).

CFLUP Review

Observed

Surveyed Listing of Observed
Release Site Maps Required ICs NOD(s)" Observed Notices to Affected Stakeholders
CPP-06 yto S/
CPP-17 S €5
CPP-22 yes
CPP-26 Yig
CPP-88 AL LS
CPP-90 s
CPP-95 Yoz v €5 v

a Agency inspectors may assess a random sampling of this informationto determine if there are any deficiencies

6. Listing of NODs. Deficiencies should be addressed in No. 7. A random sampling of NODs may be
assessed by the Agencies, with a focus on the following: Did the soil disturbance, approved by the
Agencies, interfere with the conduct of planned remedial activities? Are Agency approvals on file?
Was any unexpected occurrences discovered, and, if so, was this documented and reported to the
Agencies? Were samplestaken in accordance with the NOD? Are sampleresuits in the file? Is
completion of the tasks specified in the NOD documented and the NOD closed? Additional
information and supporting records for NODs may be also be requested for review, such as RWPs,
worker training records, or other information deemed appropriate by the Agencies.

Notices of Disturbance

5

MOD “SC6" Replac T porthor CPP-¢SI = clased=cors

NOD-02.-08 - <PPess clewoition - closeq-cpp gt

(n)OD R /N Vew Df";l Lo S‘fiofcu?’f -Ccpp 9~ closed

t\)o D-0s ~ O 2 ((zu‘)la.c,ev Ua,‘ydl;\ Sewer -~ C/Pf'?f é/OSCz/

NOD - pa -4 Replece 2 tonduTs in eleclricat transbormer Cpp3¥ clogl

L]

MoD-03 - o Peotrotevm ('t Sl Tlemoual CPr-8% closed

Nopoa 07 f(;»ﬁhca(%h‘ii@(igmlp Cep¥Y closeld

Wop 02 -09 Probegcores for LBUC CPPas  c(osen

NO0 02 - 10 Cuthode Prot in CPP 795 cplB8 closed
Noo o2 _,3 EUSIA Treach 6‘1 CPP LS cLprey C/ajac/
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DEFICIENCIES:

7. Provide a description of any deficiencies and what efforts or measures have been or will be taken to
correct problems:

IMPROVEMENTS:

8. Describe any additional IC requirements that may be necessary due to unique circumstances observed
during the visual inspection:

| certify that the above inspection report is true and accurate to the best of my ability.

Inspector signature Date

i])zf?/ﬂw GLQA\) H =103

Inspector signature Date
1 Cix
o4 — M- 1S -3
Inspector signature Date
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Site Inspection Photo Number L0g
DATE: 1:4.(14 1o 2003 TIME OF DAY (if applicable):_q,:_a_a_EZ

WEATHER CONDITIONS: ___f#ot_$79F, Su gnq
FILMTYPE: _ D.5. 72/ Cam eor

Release Site
Photo Number Location and Direction Identification/Group Number
. Fo70m
FDop302c1-02 |COOY/ /05" Sisn E3-SYom [othins WE.
PDo3026G/ - 63 CPP3TB sign |FoVpm East

cep-37C 8154 35ypm Eest

fD oZoaél -0Y
PDos 0a.6l-08 CPP-A1 55 2:33pm East
PP e30261-06 CPPAS 7 pm Eest

CPP-0°8 NewSign| ROF Losking west

PD 03caii-o7
PD ©30261-08 C PP-£9 370 NE
PD_DS 0L&/-2F C/’/dadﬂ 236 4”/41"!,1 Zsf/

muw-1 /nku;]s las?| RO/ pm Las/
Heraspm S i

PD v3pacel-s0

PD23caél -1 7(5&95 /2 /
PD o3p26/ -13 ’%855 il 4 3.2/ Easft
PD o306l -1y | USYs ~576 226pm S sutl,
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